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WASHING ION — The restrainis of
SALT 1 did nok prevent the:Scviets
rom speoding about 3100 billion more-;
na tn- U.S. on.military prenaratxona ‘
in th iast decade, and the resuiting
decline in oursstrategic leverage is:

reflected in ouz: eurrent deahngs with |
Cuba.

Lur*er o:ftc.ms are f"ank to Adrmt-
that the real reason why the US. does
not insist on tha immediate removal of.
}MIG 235 aod Russian atfack subma-
rizes from Cuba is not our uncertainty
as to their presecce. Rather, they fear
such a- demand would provoke a
brusyue Sovier rejeciion which would
only dramatxze our hurniliating inabil-
ity o react. T

Sen. Ean -‘LZUI, —Ga., is urging that
the U.S: rrmst now substantially
increase its s.zarrdmg on strategic and!
€onv Pnhonahnmament to reverse the |
existing trem taward Dussian superi-

ccity. He helieves this to be an urgent
nPcasmty, whether or not SALT Ois
sified. i

The very:. high Loper hrmts that
SALT IT sets on 2iIRVed ICBM launch-
ers ﬂears that the Sovieks-can con-
tinue theldepzovmer\t of enough heavy
missiles jwith muitiple warheads to
threaten ih-’ survivabiiity of onr Min-
vieman m;ssdes. Two thirds of our
Imd-basad missiles are alceady vulner-
able, ard by as early as 1981 the
Soviels are Juc.ged to be able to take
out 40 pe—cent of our ICBMs while
retainin _;g two-thirds of their warheads
in reserve to hold our urban populanon
hcs*age] o
The czance to protect the sur"wabx-
lity of cir silo-based missiles was lost
whan .ké Sovists in eariy 1977 turned.
dowml‘ﬂ-‘manc Carter’s proposal to
cut i half the number: of heagy
xmssuesg tx be allowed them under
1,7 I From that time on, it was
ar thac oniy a crash program to zet
ICBMs out of their. doomed silos
r_o rc:akn themn mobile could save
n:i based leg of our strategm
triad. 7 L
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Morecker, the grim. anthmetxc pro- A

vided by:inteligence proved that. we
wouwld " heed a2 heavier:iand -more.
accucatd ICBM if the US. was to be
able fo retaliate

large number of missiles the Russians {
would Hi i'm reserve in hardened silos !

-W|t‘1 a mounting chalienge.

~C‘Qrfer must
.decision that he has dangerously
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C.ﬂorﬂa‘ Ba‘l former under secretacy
oi \.ma;g kas ridiculed toe. acgument
that WP‘FSI would De sericusly concerned -
by {he-<growing vulnerability of our
ldnb—hpse-hm.ml% The capacity of
our submirines at sea and-bombers on
alert tofdestroy Russian cities com--
bined with the basic uncerfainty of
nuclear{{war would be' enough, he
maintaind to deter the Soviets from
]aurrmmg 2 first strike. ’

Having zet up a-straw man, Ball
eifectivély: knocks him . down. The
cangerids mot. that the Soviets will |
prom; 7T,i\ launch a pre-smptive strixe

ass ~-,un~f 3 thev see that our-land-based !

zhly vilnerable and that
: m real dagger is that |
their pe*cep*mn of Amer;can auclear !
infeciority will terspt thern to threaten
the use-of their:advantage in conven-|
tional forces in any: sermm; confr.rxta-J
tion or regional erisis. 7.

During tha seven years of S-XLT I
the U.S. has.aliowed the situation that:

revailed at. the.time- of-the. Cupan’
missile crisis in 1952-to be completely:
reversed. Then, the U.S. had both local
conventional superiority and: over-
whelming puclear advantage, aud the:

Russians were forced-io back down. _
“Now the shoe is shifting to the other:

foot;-and by their bundup in. Eurcp—-

-and use of proxy armies in the Third}

World the Soviets are: presenting us:

Y

“These dark perspectives lie behud
the demand of Sen. Nunn and’ ot..erg
fence sitters in the SALT debate rhat'

‘Carter move promptiy-to construct the .

large and more aceurate M¥ ‘missile}
and deploy it in a mobile basing mode.}
These senators want across-theshoard:
strengthening of our defenses, but they!

“see the MX decision asa critical test of |

Carter’s intentions” on which . their!
buppm‘t of ::.ALT rray‘we& stand or;
fall."' . |
- Faced by a buLgetary deadl ne,
make- next, month - a

delayed for two years, so that at best!
the new missile will not be available in!
significant numbers until. 1987.: HI 15
delay has widened to at Jeast five "ear'

‘the window of opportunity tbat the'
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,J choesing o prweﬁd with the MY,
Cart--r will strengthen the chances for
SALT ratification because he will zain
many mors votes than ie will lose. Sy
dc.L.d,ng agzinst the MX, he will

most r'er:am!y' dcom SALT and.
se-wnﬂ/ wesken our delznse puaturﬂ‘

in the hargain.
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